AUGUST 1711              Journal to Stella
secretary's lodgings without him: Mr. Hare, his under-
secretary, Mr. Lewis, brigadier Button* and I dined to-
gether, and I made the vice-chamberlain take a snap with
us, rather than stay till five for his lady, who was gone to
the race. The reason why the cabinet council was not held
last night, was because Mr. secretary St. John would not
sit with your duke of Somerset.6 So to-day the duke was
forced to go to the race while the cabinet was held. We
have musick-meetings in our town, and I was at the
rehearsal t'other day, but I did not value it, nor would go
to the meeting. Did I tell you this before ?
London^ 14. We came to town this day in two hours
and forty minutes: twenty miles are nothing here. I found
a letter from the archbishop of Dublin,7 sent me the Lord
knows how. He says some of the bishops will hardly
s Richard Sutton was the second son of Robert Sutton, the nephew of
Robert Sutton who was created Viscount Lexington by Charles I. In 1701
he was a Major in Col. Richmond Webb's Foot; and was promoted
Lt.-Col. in 1704. He served in Flanders under William III and Marl-
borough. In 1710 he became Brig.-General; and in the same year he was
elected M.P. for Newark. On 3 Oct. 1713 he was appointed C.-in-C. of
the troops at Bruges. He died in 1737 with the rank of Lieut-General
(Dalton's Army Lists, iii. 153; v, Part ii. 43).
6  Charles Seymour, 1662-1748, sixth Duke of Somerset, whose wife
(p. 206 n.16) was the Queen's confidant. Although a Whig he began, in
May 1710, to enter into a political intrigue with Harley against Godolphin
and Marlborough (Portland MS'S. iv. 542, 545, 548, 552, 553, 557),
and assisted in bringing about the fall of the Whig Ministry. He was not,
however, at home with his new friends, and particularly an object of
suspicion to St. John. In a letter to Archbishop King, Swift says that St.
John refused to sit with Somerset on the ground that he 'had so often
betrayed them' (Corresp. i. 278-9; and see i. 312-13). He repeated the
story in the Four Last Tears of the Queen (Prose Works, x. 33). The
accuracy of Swift's account of the incident was questioned by Erasmus
Lewis (Corresp. vi. 79).
7  The Archbishop's letter (Corresp. i. 268), written on  25  July,
informed Swift that 'both in the House of Lords and Convocation, some
laboured to ascribe' to Ormonde credit for the remission of the first-fruits.
King urged that should Oxford send an answer to the bishops he should
'take some occasion to mention you in it*.
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